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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1, The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms 
the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office 
action : 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the 
time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to 
which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-7, and 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Stewart (US 5,83 5,061) in view of Cheung 
(US 5,812,531 of record). 

Claims 1-7, 13-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Stewart (US 5,835,061). 

As shown in Figs. 1-2, Stewart discloses a method and system 
for updating Internet (col. 12, lines 10-12) access point (AP) 
information (e.g., col. 6, lines 10-26) in terminal equipment 
(APs, mobiles, network hardware, Fig. 1) of a digital mobile 
system (PDAs, computers etc., col. 1, lines 6-14; can be cellular, 
col. 4, lines 21-35) capable of establishing a connection with the 
Internet (cols. 2-12, e.g., col. 4, lines 38-41; col. 5, line 56- 
col . 6, line 2) comprising storing settings of APs (MIB, col. 6, 
lines 10-38; directory of elements, topology, what mobiles are 
registered with what APs, characteristics of connection. 
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performance, col. 6, lines 10-66) storing "system information" 
(not further defined in broad claims, reads on e.g., topology, 
etc. col. lines 10-66; mobile IDs, location col. 5, lines 31-55) 
broadcasting system information (does not specify who broadcasts 
the data or who receives it; reads on e.g^, mobiles broadcasting 
beacons with ID and location data, col. 5, lines 40-55; col. 4, 
lines 7-55; also, any packet being sent out of mobile, cell phone, 
PDA, wireless computer, etc., will comply with protocols that 
include other data not mentioned in the reference) comparing 
system information (look to see if target mobile is in database of 
registered mobiles, col. 4, lines 48-55; updating topology, col. 
6, lines 9-39) updating (updating topology, col. 6, lines 9-39) as 
specified in e.g., claims 1, 13, 19-20; carrying out comparison 
only when transaction is started (starting transaction reads on 
turning on mobile device in order to start transaction, comparing 
newly received mobile ID, col. lines 48-65; comparing using Mobile 
ID to provide services, col. 5, lines 40-55; comparing beacon 
data/ID with topology data or location data, checking billing 
data, e.g., col. 6, lines 9-66; service profile col. 5, lines 7- 
21) , carrying out update before setting up call (getting location 
first, col. 4, lines 36-65; check service profile based on ID, 
col. 5, lines 7-21; check ID code to grant access, col. 5, lines 7- 
21; retrieve information needed, col. 5, lines 31-39; check ID and 
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location to grant services, col. 5, lines 31-55; configure before 
engaging in communication, col. 5, line 55-col. 6, line 2), if it 
is noted that network has changed (topology, col. 6, lines 9-49; 
determine if correspondence is needed, col. 5, lines 56-col. 6, 
line 2; profile or ID code changed, col. 5, lines 7-21), as 
specified in claims 2, and 14; AP settings from server or to 
message service center (network MIB, info providers, service 
profile col. 5, lines 7-21; server at database services or Email 
provider etc., col. 6, line 39-col. 7, line 49), as specified in 
claims 3-5, 15-17; and system information is one of country code, 
names, location ID (name, code, network name, location, col. 5, 
lines 7-65; can be cellular phone with country ID, ESN, mobile ID, 
col. 4, lines 23-34. Clearly, since Stewart discloses WLAN, 
mobiles, portable smart devices, notebooks, personal computers, 
PDAs, (col. 1), access databases, banks, and Email (col. 2; col. 
6), online databases, message services. Email providers, (col. 6), 
and using the Internet (col. 12) as the central network (15, Fig. 
1) , Stewart does meet the limitations regarding the Internet, WWW 
pages, lAPs etc., as specified in claims 1-7, and 13-20. 

Stewart fails to disclose the details of how a terminal 
(mobile) registers and communicates with the various APs . 
Therefore, although Stewart discloses lAP settings 

(characteristics of elements and any information of interest, col. 




Application/Control Number: 09/509,102 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2661 

6, lines 10-26) , providing terminals with access to updates on 
databases (col. 6, lines 39-49), sending updated information to 
the terminals based on. the location said terminals (col. 7, lines 
21-32) , it can be argued that Stewart fails to clearly disclose 
terminal equipment storing settings of lAPs that were used last 
time, as specified in claims 1, 13-16, and 19-20. 

Cheung teaches terminal equipment storing settings of lAPs 
that were used last time (Figs. 2-5; cols. 4-11, especially col. 
4, lines 1-11; col. 6, lines 49-52; col. 7, lines 9-31), as 
specified in claims 1, 13-16, and 19-20. Cheung teaches the lAPs 
(col. 4, lines 16-24) and the terminals both broadcast lAP setting 
data (routing tables, IP addresses, and topology data; cols. 6- 
11) . The APs know the location of terminals due to e.g., knowing 
where the terminals are registered (e.g. col. 9, lines 17-25). 
Therefore, Cheung teaches means for receiving broadcast 
information of the current location of the terminal (cols. 6-11; 
e.g. col. 9, lines 17-25), means for comparing system information 
with said stored information (comparing topology databases for IP 
addresses, changes in databases, changes in IP addresses due to 
failures, and for node failures; cols. 6-11), updating the 
terminal database when needed (e.g., when a terminal roams, or a 
node fails or a lAP with a lower address needs to be registered 
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with, cols. 6-11, especially, col. 9, lines 17-25; col. 12, lines 
18-43; Figs. 3 and 5; col. 10, lines 14-64). 

It would have been obvious for Stewart to use the IP 
addresses as taught by Cheung because Stewart discloses APs, LANs 
and the Internet. One of ordinary skill would want to comply with 
the OSI model, the MAC layer addressing schemes, and various LAN 
and IP protocols by using IP addresses and well known methods of 
updating routing tables so that shortest paths could be found and 
congestion could be avoided when possible. The Internet is a 
datagram or non connection oriented network which relies on 
routing updates to find the best or least cost path. 

Response to Arguments 
1. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-7, and 13-20 
have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground (s) of 
rejection. 

In re pg. 12, it appears that the applicant argues that 
Stewart fails to disclose Internet APs or that the APs disclosed 
in Stewart are not Internet AP but only LAN APs. 

In response, the claims are silent as to exactly how the APs 
are connected to the Internet, and clearly it is known that LAN 
APs are connected to an edge router and to the Internet, 
especially when a terminal is using the AP for e.g., banking 
(Stewart: col. 4, lines 56-65) or Emailing (Stewart: e.g., col. 4, 
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lines 36-47) . Furthermore, Stewart clearly discloses using the 
Internet (col. 12, lines 10-29), and various types of networks 
(col. 5, lines 52-55; col. 7, lines 50-61). 

Conclusion 

2. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground (s) of 
rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS 
ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a) . Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136 (a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of 
the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is 
not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire 
on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing 
date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to David R 
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Vincent whose telephone number is 703 305 4957. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M-TH. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Douglas Olms can be 
reached on 703 305 4703. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306 . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) 
system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 




David R Vincent 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2661 
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